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_ The mailing DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of lime may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

Failure to reolv within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S.C. § 133). 
'- Any rep? reffi by the O^ZK three months after the maUing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 October 2001 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)IS This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disp sition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-5 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 1^5 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) S The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 12) The drawing(s) filed on 19 October 2001 is/are: a)D accepted or b)|£| objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) 13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)|£|AII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 


3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachments) 

fvTt tot ^ ™=h rmru»<m 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

sBs::!!S^fsss2,**.rio«, in — 

3) S Information Disclosure Statement's) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) £6. 6) U Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Applicant has not complied with one or more conditions for receiving the benefit 
of an earlier filing date under 35 U.S.C. 1 19 as follows: An application in which the 
benefits of an earlier application are desired must contain a specific reference to the 
prior applications) in the first sentence of the specification or in an application data 
sheet (37 CFR 1 78(a)(2) and (a)(5)). 

Drawings 

2. Figures 9, 10A, 10B, 11A, 11B. 12, 13 and 14A should be designated by a 
legend such as -Prior Art- because only that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP 
§ 608.02(g). A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply 
to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: line guides »q" on page 2, line 8. A proposed drawing correction or 
corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of 
the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Specification 

4. The disclosure is objected to because the drawings include the following 
reference sign(s) not mentioned in the description: "D" in Figure 14A and "D" in Figure 
14B. A proposed drawing correction, corrected drawings, or amendment to the 
specification to add the reference sign(s) in the description, are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: page 2, lines 
14-15, "the respective movable and fixed hoods "g" and T" should be changed to -the 
respective movable and fixed hoods T and -g- since V is called a movable hood on 

page 2, line 14. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 

( use or 5Sh «• country, more than one year prior to the date of appl.cat.on for patent .n the Unrted 

States. 

7. Claims 1-3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). as being anticipated by 
Yamato (5,222,319). Regarding claim 1 , Yamato discloses a reel seat for a fishing rod 
comprising an oblong pipe shaped body through which the fishing rod body passes 
(Yamato, Fig. 1); a reel foot 8; a reel foot placing surface (Yamato, Fig. 1) formed on the 
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,op portion of the pipe-shaped body; a front hood F and a rear hood R that attach the 
reel foot to the reel foot placing surface; and a trigger 2 protruding from the lower 
portion of the pipe-shaped body at a fixed position and angle, the trigger sloping toward 
the downward and backward direction and having a length such that at (east two of a 
user's fingers can be placed thereon. Note that the direction backward is interpreted to 
be relative to the front right portion of the grip 3. Since this direction has not been fully 
described in the claim as being backward in relation to another portion, the trigger can 
be interpreted as sloping backward relative to any portion of the reel seat. Further note 
that the top part of the trigger is sloped downward and backward in relation to the front 
hood. The bottom of the trigger cun/es inwardly but the top part curves backward. 
Further note that even though the trigger does not show two fingers, a trigger is 
designed to hold a. leas, one finger and since the s*e of fingers vary, the trigger would 
be capable of holding at least two fingers of a smaller person. 

8. Regarding claim 5 and the aforesaid discussion on claim 1 . Yamato discloses the 
claimed invenfion including a handle 3 that extends backward from a position of the reel 

seat. 

9. Regarding claim 2 and the aforesaid discussion on claim 1 , Yamato discloses the 
claimed invention wherein the inclination angle of the front surface of the trigger is in a 
range of about 25° to about 55°. Note that the angle is determined from a line of axis 
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perpendicular to the center axis wherein the front portion of the trigger is interpreted as 
being the face nearest the grip portion. 

10. Regarding claim 3 and the aforesaid discussion on claim 1, Yamato discloses the 
claimed invention wherein a portion of the front surface of the trigger is positioned 
behind a position immediately below an opening portion of the rear hood. Note that an 
opening portion of the rear hood is interpreted as being any part of the rear hood that 
has an aperture therein. Since the reel mount has a continuous aperture throughout the 
middle of the mount, the opening could be taken anywhere along the mount. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

pSaSiS sSl not be 'negatived by the manner in which the mvent.on was made. 

12. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamato in 
view of Foss (1,916,924). Regarding claim 4 and the aforesaid discussion on claim 1, 
Yamato discloses the claimed invention except for includin g a sliding prevention ^ 
protrusion on the tip of the trigger. Foss discloses in the same field of endeavor a reel 
mount with a curved trigger such that the tip of the trigger slopes inward to prevent 
sliding of a user's fingers. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the trigger of Yamato to include a 
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« 

trigger with a curved portion such that the tip protrudes inwards to prevent sliding of a 
user's fingers to ensure a useful trigger. 

Conclusion 

1 3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. 

Simone (3,181,264), Barnes (4,077,150), Vance (4,209,931) Chang et al. 
(4,439,945), Ohmura (4,653,217), Ohmura (5,481,820) and Oyama (Des. 
316,738) disclose related reel mounts for fishing rods. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Danielle S. Rosenthal whose telephone number is (703) 
305-2765. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th & every other F, 8:00am- 
5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Jordan can be reached on (703) 308-2484. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
305-7687 for regular communications and (703) 305-7687 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 

1113 ' oSX^jU"^ 

0H«ST.JQRD\r.\ , 


